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True and! Fungr * 


ACCOMPT:- 


The mot We. Pajſages of = 
a Diſpute betwixt fome Students of Divint- 
ty ( fo called) of the Univerhity of Aber- 
dene, andzhe People called © Onakers ; ; held 
in Aberdewt in Scotland, in Alex, exudes Harper 
his Cloſe (or Yard be torc ſome hundreds of 
Witnefſes, upon” the fourteenth day of the 
ſecond Month cal!cd April, i675. There bejng 


F obu, Leſſy. 
Opponents Alexander Shir1 jF.L Malt, of Art, 
Paul Gellre, D, 


AndDefendants upon the Ouakers part, 
Robert Barclay, and George” Keith, 


Preſes for moderiting the mecting , 
choſeirby them, Andrew Wmſons Advocates 
and by the Quakers, Alexander Shein, tom- 
tim? a Magiſtrate of the City. | * 


Pabliſhed for preventing miſreports per 
by Alexander Skeinr, Fobu Skhein , Alexan- i» 
der Harper, Thomas *M-y ſer, and Fobn Cowie? 


To which is added, Robert Barclay's rf 
ofer to the Preachers of Aberdene, renewed ® By »__- 
and re-inforced, * | 


Ld 


AR. 4.27 For of a trith, agatn/? thy holy'Ct 78 
Fefus, whom thou haſt anoimed; both Herod, > 
and Pontius Pilate, with rhe Gentiles , a« Fx! 6 
_ the People of Tirael were gathered tozerher, Xx 


Vp— —————— 


Londen Printed, in the Year, 1675. 


Po Tent. WAI) 


Friendly Readers» -+ * 
Oraſmuch' as our oppo- 
ſers threatned they would 
Prizit an accompt f the 
debate , and ooaſted of a 
victory, we thought it our concern- 
ment for the Truths ſake , and to 
undeceive theſe” that may be abuſed 
by ſuch reports, to give this true and 
faithful accompt of what paſt : which 
we are confident all the impartial 
and attentive Aiditors, will afferne 
to be a true accompt ; neither is 
there any one Argument omitted 
that we can' remember of , or any 
thing added, There were many 
things ſpoken extrinſick from the 
matter ; and ſomtimes confuſedty 
two or three of oh oppoſers ſpeaking 
often at once, aud alſo ſome otbers 
A 2 thats 
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that were not concerncea, as / arHH- 


cular A oe Brow n the B \ſhor afi- 
lin, n p, fa ther he 49! uſed 0 "aol; 
(cr Oe 12 M8 ti, les 4 tnd ſo 3.25 ©X* 
PIEE 7 rn [| E 4 tips  #140fte 2 moſt 


17206 Tt 386 0 t/ Fa FF/164; i 2þt, T9747 13217 uae 
heelolf. But theſe being oz yp Iran- 
fete 't, 4124 110 Arguments TN "fed 
07; we b. we 0t tnſerked hers, Wrd- 

dxtag to reep to the matter: and we 
do faith, ll declare that we have 
herein dealt joparttally according 
IO OUY HB MIT jy. S IVC bepe j {auch ſe- 
VEOZS Auditors' 15 AY YCAG his. will 
acknowledge. So leaving,you-to the 
peruſal hexeof,, we -reſ?, 


Your Souls well-wiſhers, 
, Alexander Shkein. 
Jobn Skein, 
Thomas Mercer. 


| Jobn Cowie, 


4. : In 
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In the firſt place the Article; were read, 
which are as followeth. | 


T is hereby declared that this is 
to be a private conference be- 
twixt the Students of Nivinity 
( ſo called ) of the Coll: 4zes 

of Averdene:, and the People called 
DOuakers, as a fultlling of any Ch3!. 
leage wherein theſe Students inty be 
included, within the Theſes (et forth by 
Robert Barclay ( or may have received 
from any of that People ) but abſtract 
from the Publick Challenge given to- 
the Preachers in general i: the end af 
the Engliſh Theſes; becauſe it is of- 
fered with particular condition of ' 
having the Publick places to diſpute 
in, bctore the Auditories, before whom 
they conceive they have been miſre- 
preſented, 

2. It 15 provided that when any of 
cither Party is ſpeaking, if any of their 
company- offer to ſpeak, he. that is 
ſpeaking is to be ſilent; but if two of a 
Party ſpeak at once, he that is ſeen tp 
obtrude himfelf, ſhall be judged jin- 
A 3 per- 
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pertinent, and excluded thereby from 
farther acceſs. 

3- That each ſpeaker on any of the 
ſides have full liberty, and time to 
ſpeak, without interruption of the con- 
trary Party; and that he that inter- 
rupts ſhall be debarred from farther 
ſpeaking. 

4+ That each fide abſtain from 
School-terms and diſtinctions ( as 
much as poſſible ) but if any uſe them, 
that they may be opened to the People 
in plain Englzſh, ſo that any of ordina. 
ry capacity ( that are noteducated in 
Colledges) may underſtand them. 

$. As for Retortions they muſt not 
be impertinent, and from the purpoſe ; 
and none ſhall be ſo inſiſted on as to di- 
vert us from the point, or turn the Op- 
ponent into the Reſpondent, 

6. The day appointed for the Confer- 
rence, is the fourteenth of April, in the 


.. Year, one thouſand ſix hundred ſeventy 


five, (being the day calle | Wedneſday) 
the place is to be at Alexander Hare 
pers Houlc or Cloſe ( in caſe the Gray- 
Fryers Church ( ſa called ) cannot 
be obtained? and that the Conferrence 
Is 


(7) 
is to continue from two to five a Clock 
in the After.noon, 

7. Both Parties ſhall endeavour to 
procure a Prazſes ro moderate , but not 
to have any deciſive judgement; yet 
if ſuch a one cannot be procured, the 
Conference is not to be broken up. 

8. And it is hereby declared that 
both Parties intend this for mutual 
edification ; and therefore intend to 
abſtain from any thing that may ob- 
ſtruct ſo good an Event, 

9, It is likewiſe agreed, that none 
ſhall have liberty to ſpeak, but thoſe 
that have, or ſhall Subſcribe before the 
Diſpute begin, theſe aforeſaid Articles. 

Here Alex. Skein vne of our Friends 
choſen Prezſes for Us ( becauſe we 
could not at that time procure ano- 
ther ) ſtanding up with the other Prex- 
ſes. Studient, It was condeſcended 
that no Quaker ſhould be a Preofles. 
Quaker, We are wronged; for we 
never condeſcended to any ſuch thing ; 
and ſeeing ye have choſen one of your 
way , how can we be hindered to 
chooſe one of ours. 

Aniar. Thomſone their Praſes, There 
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(8) | 
neces no devate in this matter; for we 
are choſen not to have any decifive 
judgement, but only for the Moral 
part, to take notice if the Rules be. 
obſerved 3 or wnctner ye keep to'the 


purpoſc. Then 7opr Leſlic had a long 


and tedious diſcourſe, concerning what 
was fit to be done, and now we ought 
to Ciſputec, 

GK, Praſes. I ſuppoſe we came 
not to this place to hear from this 
Young man a long Logique diſcourſe, 

R. B | dcefire to 'be heard , we being 
a People ſo generally miſreprei: ated, 
as Iicretical and crroncous, Gid CON 
celive our ſcives obliged to give a true 
and faithiul account of our Principles ; 
whic alc Cid 1a a certain Paper now un- 
der debate, and,tnat our innocency 
thercia might appear, there was a 
Chailenge added to the end of it , of- 
icring to defend theſe our Principles , 
if we might be allowed fo to doin theſe 
Publick piaces where we have been fo 
much miſrepreſented , and againſt 
thoſe Perſons © ho had there ſo often 
traguced us: To witch havisg rccet; 
yed noAnſwer, ſome of the Stngtents 
® 
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| of Divinity came to us; and fignified 
that they looked upon themſelves as 
concerned; becauſe mention 1s made 
. of ſuch inthe beginning of that Paper. 
To whom we anſwered, that they 
werc not the Perſons challenged by Us; 
as not being the Publick Preachers that 
had miſrepreſented Us : But ſeeing 
they were deſirous to debate the mat- 
ter, we were not unwilling to render 
to any, a reaſon of the hepe' that 1s 1n 
us; and therefore ſhould not decline 
it, And foraſmnuch as ſome did object, 
that we were 2t a loſs, as engaging 
with them; becauſe there would be 
little advantage in caſe we had any 
victory and a greater reflection, ſhould 
we appcar to be at any loſs, To ſuch 
we had, and have this to ſay ; that as 
we are not afraid to'meet with the 
grcateſt and ableſt of the Preachers 
themſelves: ſo the Truth leads us not 
to deſpiſe any, As R. B. was going 
on, he was interrupted. 

Alex. Shirreff, It it were pertinent I 
could eaſily diſprove much of what is 
ſaid ; but to be ſhort, R. B. having 
given:Theſes, provoking all tie a 

ars 
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| lars of Europe and Great Brittasn, 
though R. B. pretends in his Preface 
to be againſt School-Divinity ; yet his 
Theſes are full ofit: and there are 
many other contradictions, which I 
will not now take notice of, The 
Preachers and Miniſters of the Word, 
not finding themſelves concerned ; we 
0 Young-men, and but Students, have 
offered to diſpute : in the Articles the 
Luakers have been very unreaſonable; 
and particularly, G. XK. did refuſe any 
Article ſhould be put in, againſt railing ; 


-4n me, which was not in him z becauſe 


led by the Spirit. We have concluded, 
that being Young-men, -in caſe the 
Duakers ſhould have any advantage, 
it will not be of great conſequence, 
and if we have advantage, we hope it 
may be uſeful; becauſe theſe are the 
great Prophets and Preachers, of the 
Quakers, 

_. G. K. I could take notice of many 
| things not true in that Young-mans 
W « long diſcourſe ; as particularly , that 
h R. B. hath provoked all Europe; but 
A Paſs 


becauſe he ſaid, that might be railing 


he (to wit, G. K.) was immediately _, 
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paſs them by , becauſe I'me here ex- 
ceedingiy abuſed ; and therefore de. 
fire to be hedrd: for declare in God's 
Far, and in lingleneſs of my heart, 
| never ſaid any ſuch thing as is by thar 
Young-man alledged upon me; as I 
can appeal to the Auditors who were 
there preſent, but what I ſaid was this; 
I cannot bind my ſelf, not to rail be- 
cauſe I'me bound alrcady that I fkould 
' not rail, by the righteous 
Law of God in my Con- And it may 
ſcience;and may perhaps _ be Ob. 

. erred , that 
ſpeak that, as bcliev- ny DOE.FY 7 
ing it to be true, which x, ſpeaking re- 
ye may call railing. fletingly a- 
! gainſt the 
Quakers, ſaid, it was no railing to ſpeak the 
truth; which was all we pleaded for, 


A. Shir. I being chiefly concerned, 
and having moſtly occaſioned this De- 
bate, am employed by the reſt to ſpeak 
firſt; and therefore I will impugne the 
ſecond theſis, which R. B. read; and 
is as followeth, 

Seeing no /fan knoweth the Father, 
| but the Sow , and he to whom the Son 
 revealeth him, Mat. 11. 27, Apd ſee- 


ng 


(mn) -. 
ing the revelation of the Son u4 31, and by F 
the Spirits, therefore the Teſtimony of the * 
Spirit, is that alone by which the true, © 
knowledge of God bath been, 1s and cy 
be only revealed; wi as by the moving [ 
of h:s own Spirit converted the C haos of 
this World, tnto that wonderful order, 
wierem it was tn th: beginning ; and \ 
Created Ain a lrxving Soul to rule and 
Tavern it © (o by there velation of the ſame 
Spirit, he hath made manifeſt himſelf all | 
alorrg unothe Sons of Men, both Patri- 
archs, Prophets, and Apoſtles, which 
Revelations of Goa, by the ſpirit, whether 
by outwrd voices, and appearances , 
Dreams, or mward objettive manifeſtati>, _ 
ons :n the heart , was of old the formal” | 
Objcit of their Faith, and remaineth yet | * 
{o to ve, ſince the Objelt of the Saints 
Fatth ts the ſame in all Ages, thourh ſet | 
forth under divers Adminiſtrations : | 
moreover theſe Divine inward Revelati- 
ons, which we make abſolutely neceſſary : 
for the building up true Faith , neuther 
do, nor can ever contradict the outward 
Teſtimony of the Scriptures, or right and 
ſernd reaſon; yet from bence it will* nor: 
follow, trat the Diving" Revelations are ta | 
| be | 
| 
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he ſubjetted ro the examination, either of 

the outward teſtimony of the Scriptures, 

or of the natural reaſon of Nan, astoa 
' wore noble, or certain Rule ond Touchs 
ſtone : for this Divine Revelation, and in 
ward Ilkumination, 1s 1h:t which is evi. 
dent and clear of-1t- ſelf ; facing by its 
own evidence and clearneſs the well disþo- 
ſed underſtanaing to aſſent, irre{ſtably 
moving the ſame thrreunto , even as the 
common Principles of natural triths, move 
and incline the mind to a natural aſſert. 

R. B. People, this is that which we 
aſirm , and which theſe Younz-men 
are about to diſpute againſt as falſe ; 

-notwithſtandine that A. Shir. had thus 
oftercd himſelf firſt to diſpute, yet I. L. 

. intruding himſelf put him to ſilence ; 
Beginning as followerh, 

I. L, That which is not to be' be- 
lieved as the Rule of Faith, isnot to be 
the Rule of Faith ; but the Spirit is not 
to be believed as the Rule of Faith , 
therefore the Spirit is not to be the 
Rule. of Faith, 

R.' B. "Having repeated the Argu- 
ment I deny the Minor or ſecond Pro-, 
pofition, _— 

S LL 
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1. L. I proveit, that which hath not | 
a ſufficient evidence, to evidence it' | ' 
ſelfto be a Rule, is not to be a Rule; 
but the Spirit in the Quakers hath noty 
a ſufficient evidence, whereby to evi-' 
dence it ſelf to be a Rule; therefore 
the Spirit in th.c Quakers is not to be 
our Rule. 

R. B. ( Having repeated the Argu- 
ment) I diſtinguiſh that ſecond Pro- 
poſition, If thou meaneſt any Spirit in 
the Quakers, which they peculiarly 
aſſume to themſelves as Quakers, or 
ſay they have as a part of rnemſelves, 
or of Mans Nature ; we concede that 
ſuch have no evidence, neither do we . 
ſay that any ſuch Spirit is to be our 
Rule; but if taou meaneſt that Uni- 
verſal Spirit of God, a manifeſtation 
whereof is given to every one to profit 
withall; we ailirm it hath a ſuſficient 
evidence in us, and in all Men, 

I. L. I urge that diſtintion , If the 
Spirit hath a ſufficient evidence, either 
this evidence is fromy our own decla- 
ration, or ſome other ; but it is neither 
from your own declaration , nor from 
ſome other; therefore, it hath not a 1 


ſuffici- 
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ſufficient evidence, R. B. It is from 


_ both. 


].L. What is it then? 
R. B. That it teacheth us to deny 


/ ungodlineſs and worldly Luſts, and to 


live ſoberly, righteouſly, and godly in 
this preſent World; this is an evidence 
to all Men, 

?. L. Iprove that is not a ſufficient 
evidence thus, That is not a ſufficient 
evidence, which Hereticks may pre- 
tend unto, as a ſufficient ground for 
their hereſie ; but Hereticks may pre- 
tend this as a ſufficient ground for their 
heriſie ; therefore it is not a ſufficient 
evidence, 

R. B. I anſwer this firſt by a Retor- 
tion; this is the ſame Argument upon 
the matter, which the Jeſuit Dempſter 
uſed againſt your Maſter , viz. 7ohr 
Atenzies: for the Zeſuie preſſing him 
to aſſign a ground for the Proteſtant 
Religion , which Hereticks could not 
pretend unto. 7. 44. named the 
Scripture , and the 7eſuite fur- 
ther urged, that Hereticks could, and 
did pretend unto the Scriptures, Now 
what evidence can ye give from the 

Scrip» 


(16); 
Scriptures, which we cannot give? 
yea, and greater from the Spirit; chat 
Hereticks cagnot juſtly lay claim to; 


Stud. With one voice, . We will not - 


have Retortions. | 
R. B. Praſcs read the Articles which 
contain a particular proviſion for Re: 
tortions, as being lawful, if not in- 
fiftked too much on ; ſv the fifth Article 
above-mentioned was read, 

G.K.' 1 offer to anſwer direfly 
to his Argument without Retortion, 
though I paſs not from the Retortion ; 
foriit ſtands over your heads, which ye 
will never gct over. Then 1 | ſay, we 
have a two-fold evidence, which no 
Heretick can juſtly lay claim to. The 
one is the inward evidence of the  Spi- 
rit of. God, by its own immediate Te- 
{timony 1m otir hearts, . The other is the 
Teſtimony of the Scriptures, which 1 
Air in the Name of the People called 
Duaker's, is the beſt external and out- 
ward cvieence, and rule that can be 


given: And my reaſon wiy we have: 


the Teſtimony of the Scriptures, as an 
evidence that we have the Inſpiration 
of the Spirit, is this. All Men have a 

mcaſure 


meaſure 6f the Inf] tha of the Spirit of 
God according 4 Scriptures teſti- 
mony;That Chriſt the true Light inligh- 
, teneth every man that cometh into the 
world 5 and that a manifeſtation of the 
Spiritis given to every man to profit 
withal : But this univerſal [[luminati- 
en or manifeſtation is inſpired ; andif 
all mea be in meafnre inſpired , then 

conſequently we' who are men are in- 
ſpired, 

7. £1] prove yee have not the teſti- 
mony, of the Scriptures for a ſufficient 
evicence. . That which is fallacious is 
not a ſuſſiczent evidence. But the Scrip- 
tures teſtimony according to the 2ua- 
kers, without the indwelling of the Spi- 
rit is fallacious ; Therefore the Scrip- 
tures teſtimony is not a ſufficient evi- 
dence. 

R. B. ( Having repeated the Arpu- 
ment) I deny the ſecond Propolition. 

G. K, The Argument is wrong «n its 
Structure, and vitious as conliſting of 
four Terms, which no right SYlogiſin 
ſhould have. 

Stud. It isnot infarmal, for it bath 
not four Terms. 


B G.K. 
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G. K, It hath four Terms, and this 1 
offer to grove befogfeither your Ma- -| 
ſters, or any other qudicious: Logiciaps 
in any Uyiverſity of this Nation, I ſay 
it hath four Terms, becauſe it ſubſumes  - | 
i that in the ſecond, Propoſition which 
| was not in the firſt Propoſition.” . !, | If 
F At this the Stuaents fell a laughing, | 

| and ſo provoked the people to lighmeſs, | 


| , Al. ,Skeine one of the + 
l; : _—_ Pizſeſles, I am forry to | 
| f when any. ſcethoſe who-proſeſs to ** 
thing is ſubſu- ſtudy Divinty behave 
med ina Syl- themfelves ſo lighily, and 
logilm, which | ſ0 far from ſeriouſneſs in 
i fl, 1 Son ſuch weighty matters as 


pchition nor in CONCETRa the Truths of Y , 
the Conclu- God. | 
fion , whether | | 
| that Sy!logiſm hath not four Terms, | 


- —— SONG At on 
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; h G. XK. 1 am ready ſtill to prove that 
Pp the Syllogiſm hath four Terms : but this 
being not ſo proper here for this Audi- 

tory, proceed ye to prove the ſecond 


© - 
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| | Propoſition, which R. B, hath denie 
| ed. | 
{ | 7. L. I prove the ſccond Propoſition, |. 


| | Thar i 


19 
That which may ts a man is falla- 
cious : But accdrding to the Puakers, 
the Scriptures may begtfile a man, with- 
out the indwelling of - the Spirit : There 
fore according to the Ouakers,the Scrip- 
tures are fallacious, 

G. K. This Argument 'is aIſo wrong 
in the StruCture, having four Terms. 

- R. B. But waving that I deny thy 
ſecond Propoſition + For the Scripture 
cannot beguile any man, although men 
may or have beguiled themſelves by a 
wrong uſe of it, 

A. Shir. Take notice, Pcople, The 
nakers ſay, the Scriptures cannot be- 
guile yeu, | 

R. B. Speak lowder yet; for we do 
and have conſtantly affirmed it. And 
we hope it will help to clear us of thoſe ® 
miſrepreſentations, as if we deſpiſed or 
ſpake evil of the Scripturcs, 

G.X. 1 would my words could 
reach from the one end of the world 
ro the other, when I ſay the Scriptures 
cannot beguile any man, for the Scrip- 
ture is innocent, and a true teſtimony 
m it ſelf ; but men do beguile them- 
ſclves-oft by making perverſe Gloſſes 


B 2 upon 
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upon the Scriptures ; the Scripture can- 
not be fallacious, becaoſe according to 
you, it is your principal rule of Faith; 
& if we can prove from your own prin- 
cipal Rule that we are inſpired,then the 
Scriptures. teſtimony is not fallacjou: 
elſe your Principal Rule wovld be fal- 
lactous, | 

Stud. Put that is not according to 
your Principle. 

G. K. But it is an Argument ad ho- 
minem, Waich ye know is lawful; and 
beſides, though we do not acknowledge 
them to be the principal Rule of our 
Faith ; yet we athrm, that they area 
a true teſtimony, and the beft-oputward 


| teftimony aad Rule in the world, And 


beſ:des, there is a manifeſtativn of the 
Spiritin many, where there fs not an 
in-dwelling of the Spirit, and' by this 


manifeſtation of the Spirit, all men 


may underſtand the Scriptures as they 
do improve it, 

Stud, We will go to another Argu- 
ment. 

R. B. Pcople take notice, this Ar- 
gument 1s left upon this Point, that ac. 
cording to the Quakers Principle theſe 

4651 £2 young 
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- young men ſay, the Scriptures may be- 
guil People, which we utterly deny as 
proved, or that canbe proved, 

Al. Sherreffe. | argue againſt the la- 
' ter part of the ſecond Theſis, where 
ye athrm, That inward, immediate Re- 
velations are neceſſary to the building up 
of true fauh, We confeſs that ſub» 
jeciive Revelation is neceſſary, but 
we deny that objective Revelation is 
neceſſary, which ye affirm. 

G. K. Explain what ye mean by 
ſubjective and objective Revelation, 
that the people may underſtand accor- 
ding to the Articles, 

A. $h. I explain it from this Scrip- 
ture, Luke 24.17. Ard beginning at 1M40- 
ſes and all the Prophets, he expounded un- 
co thems 3n all the Scriptures the things con- 
cerning himſelf. Here is the objective 
Revelation to wit the Scriptures, ſo 
that they needed nopt any new objective 
Revelation, but only that which was 
before ; but needed a ſubjective Reve- 
lation, or Divine Illumination to make 
them underſtand the objective Revela- 
tion, to wit, the Scriptures. 

G. K. That is not a ſufficient expla- 

B 3 nation 


(22) 


nation of. objeQive and ſubjeRive Re. * 


velation ; therefore Idelire to be heard, 
that I may open it more ſuiliciently, ac- 
cording as is provided in the Articles of 
Agreement. 

Objective Revelation, or the object 
of our faith is twofold, ro wit, firſt, the 


material object ; ſecondly the formal 


object. 

Stud. Do the people underſtand 
this. 

G. K. I ſhall explain it to them, for 
it is neceſſary to the matter in hand, 
The material object is that which is to 
be believed ;, the formal objcct is that 
for which principally we are to believe, 
or the principal motive of credibility. 
Now to apply, I ſay, the Scriptures arc 
the material object, or a part of the 
ma erial objet of our faith; but not 
the formal object of our faith. 

Al. Shit. I proſecute my Argument 
againſt ſuch objective Revelations as 
bcing neceſſary to faith. , 

G. K. Weconfeſs the Scriptures are 
ſufficient to move us to an Hiſtorical 
faith, and that to a more excellent de 
gree of Hiſtorical faith, than any other 
Hiſtorics in the world ; becauſe it hath 


more 


(23) 
more excellent outward motives of cte- 
dibility, as the conſent of all ages ſince 
they were written, and of all Chriſti- 
ans, however differing among them- 
ſelves, &c. but they are not ſufficient 
to bege: in us a ſaving faith, without 
inward objective Revelation. 

Al. Shir. I prove ſuch inward ob- 
jeQtive Revelations are not neceſſary to 
beget ſaving faith, by this Argument : 
If there be no ſuch Secd in man as the 
Quakers maintain, then there are no 
ſuch Revelations as the Quakers main- 
tain; But there 1s no ſuch Seed in mea 
as the Dnvkers maintain : Therefore 
there are no ſuch Revelations, &c. 

. KR. B. (After he had repeated the Ar- 
gument) i deny that ſecond Propoſiti- 
on. 

A. Shir., I proveit. If there he no 
ſuch Seedin men, as a ſubſtantial, li- 
ving Principle, diſtinct from the Soul, 
that can be heard, ſeen, ſavoured, ta- 
ſed, aad felt, then there is no ſuch Seed 
in men as the Quakers maintain : But 
the firſt is true, therefore the laſt. And 
then the ſaid Alexander Shirreffe read a 
paſſage at length out of G, X, his Book 
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of immediate Revelation, page 6, 7. that 
the: Seed was ſuch living, ſubſtantial 
Principle, and that in the Sced theſe Re- 
velations were only received. 

R. B. This is a digreſſion from the 
matter, and a paſſing from the Theſes, 
which ſhould have been the ſubject of 
this days debate, to G. K. his Book of 
immediate Revelation. | 

G. K, 1 muſt now. appear to defend 
my Book, and Apologize to R. B. be- 
cauſe I am neceſſitated to put my hand 
1m anothers harveſt ; Thercfore I di- 
ftinguiſh upon the w ord ſuch in rhe firſt 
Propoſition, If by /ch, thou meaneſt 
a ſubſtantial Principle, ec. 1 ſay, that 


is altogether extrinſick to the ſubject of | 


the debate; and beſides it will engage 
us tato the ercateſt nicities and obſcurt- 
ties of Philoſophy and Schoo]. divinity, 
that is not proper for this Auditory. 
But if by ſuch thou meancſt, An Unj- 
verſal Principle of Gods ſaving Grace 
11 men, whereby they are copacitated 
both to know and do the will of God; 


I] affirm and am ready to maintain there ; 


is ſuch a Principle in all men, 
Al. Shir, Burt I prove that that Sced 
" 
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| jo men is not of a ſubſtance, or ſubſtan- 

' tial Principle, 
| G. K, 1 any ready todefend, that it 
yr »,1s a ſubſtantial Principle. But that be- 
| * longing to. the ſecond Propoſition, we 

ought not to come to it before the di- 

ſtinction of the firſt Propoſition be 
| diſcuſſed. Here the Students made a 
great noiſe. And G. XK. appealed to the 
Preſes Hnd.T homſon,who anſwered dif. 
creerly, that G. K. did not refuſe to 
| defend that the Seed of God was a ſub. 
| ftantial Principle ; but this was not its 
| Pore place, until the diſtinction of the 
ormer Propoſition be diſcufled. 
Al. Shir, I ſhall wave the word ſub- 

” ſtantial, &6. and I offer to prove, that 
there is not a Seed of God in men, as 
the Quakers aſtirm, if there be ſuch a 
Seed, it is cither created, or uncreated ; 
But it is neither created, 'nor uncreated, 
chuſe you whether, 

G.K. After he repeated the Argu- 
ment : I diſtinguiſh the word Seed , 
as being either a Concrete Term , or 
an Abſtract Term, | 

2. L. Doth the people underſtand »þ 
this DiſtinCtion ? * | 
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G. R. 1 hope ye underſtand it, and TI. 


ſhall explain it tro-them, who: under- 
ſtand it not, A Concrete Term com- 


prehendeth two things ; the one in relto | * 
(as they ſay) the other in ob/iquo, that | 


is to ſay, the one hath the other belong- 


ing to it, as merciful is a Concrete | 


Term, which is as much as to ſay, one 
that hath mercifulneſs in him, and fo 


mercifulneſs is the Abſtract, -which fig- * 


nifieth that one thing belonging to the 
Concrete. Now to apply : If we un- 
derſtand Seed as the Concrete, it is both 
uncreated and created ; for it is God 
himſelf difcovering himſelf to the Crea- 
tures capacity, in his work- of manife- 
ſtation, which work is created ; but he 
who doth manifeſt himſelf in that ma- 
nifeſtation is uncreated. And becavſe 
he manifeſts himſelf at. firſt in a low 
and ſmall degree unto the Soul ; there- 
fore he in that manifeſtation is compar'd 
unto a Seed ; even as Clemens Alexan- 
drins ſaith, that Chriſt compared him- 
ſcif to a grain of Muſtard-ſecd in his 

inward appearance in mens hearts. 
Al. Shir. The Seed is not a ſubſtan- 
tialPrinciple,becauſe it is the manifeſta- 
[10 
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| tion of God ; but the'manifeſtation- of 

| God is not a ſubſtantial Principle, but 

| accidental. 

”* G. K. That may be ſubſtantial or'a 

ſubſtance, which in another reſpect is 

.accidental, as Gold is a ſubſtance, ſo 

Silver, Houſes, Lands are ſubſtances ; 
but they are accidental to me, becauſe I 
may want them. 

Al. Shir. He ſaith, his Seed is a ſub- 
Nance or ſubſtantial Principle. 

G. K. This is an abuſe, I ſpeak not 
of my Seed, or the Seed of man, but 
of the Seed of God in men. 

A. Shir. 1 prove that manifeſtation 

/ 1s not a ſubſtance, 

R. B. That brings us again into a Phi- 
loſophical debate which is here to be a- 
voided. Ds 

I. L. 1 prove that manifeſtation is 
not created, Whatſoever is of God, is 
God : But this manifc&etion 1s of God, 

Therefore it is God. 

G.K. Take notice of this young mans 
blaſphemy ; for if whatſoever 1s of 
God be God, then all the Creatures are 
God, as ſtones, Horſes, &c. for the 

Scripture ſayes, 6f him, and — 

\hum, 
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him, and to him. are all things. Here 
the Students made a noiſe, and fell a 


lau ghing to cover this: ſome of them 
ſpeaking irreverently of God. 

G. K. I beſecch you, yea, I charge 
you all in Gods fear, that when you 


ſpeak of that Holy and Dreadful Be- 


zng, ye do it with fear and reverence. 
A. Shir, Ye ſay then, this Sced is 
God in a manifeſtation : .I prove it is 
not. 
meaſured in meaſures, and can grow 
from a leſſer meaſure to a greater, can 
be formed and grow up ia men. But 
fod cannot be meaſured in meaſures, 


nor grow, &c. Therefore this Seed is 


not God ina manifeſtation, 

G. K. After he had repeated the Ar- 
gument, I anſwer, God as in himſelf, 
or a$S1n his own Being cannot be mea- 
ſured or grow up, it is true, But ag in 
reſpect of his nanifeſtatione quoad mos 
(or as to us) that is to ſay, as he comes 
forth as to us, diſcovering himſelf, he or 
his Spirit may be ſaid to have meaſures. 
And this I ſhew from Scripture + As 
where it is ſaid in John concerning 
Chriſt, God gave not the Spirit by 


That is not God which can be 


———— 
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meaſure unto him ; implying he gave 
it forth in meaſures unto others ; ant 
where Eliſha ſaid unto Eltjah,Let a dou- 
ble Portion of thy Spirit in upon me, 

- * 2. L. He faith God cometh ſorth in- 
to the Creatures : I prove he cannot 
| come forth into the Creatures, becauſe 
GX. Hed 
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G. K, He doth come forth into the 

| Creatures, and yet is ſtill in himſelf; 
for he is not limited as Creatures are, 

who go from one place to another ; bur 

he is in all Creatures, and in himſelf al- 

ſo; but this young man, as I perceived 

| by him the other day,'s a nullibiſt in his 
Opinion, as they term them ; ſo that 
according to his Principle, the Soul of 
John Lefly is as much in France, .cven 

now as 1n his body, or in this place,that 
isto ſay, neither here nor there ; but 
herein I ſpeak according to Scripture- 

words, which ſaith , God boweth tke 

| Heavens and comet; down; yet not 
' that be leaveth his own Being ;- but it ts 
| ſpoken after the manner of men, who 
is every where in all his Creatures ; but 
manifeſterh himſelf ſcveral meaſures 

| unto them. 
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M. Sh. There is nothing in the Seed 
but God; therefore God in his own 
Being is meaſured forth according £6 
the Quakers Doctrine; for the Seed il >. 
nothing but God and his Manifeſta-| 
tion. 

G. K. The Manifeftariow i 2 in it ſelf] 
and not out of it ſelf. Can Al. Shir. be 

* out of himſelf ; or can any thing be out 
of it (cif? 

R. B. If ſome of them be not with- 
out themſelves, it is like they are be-" 
ſide themſelves. 

G. K. Ina moral way of ſpeaking, 
when a man is as a_ Mad-man, or be- 
ſide his purpole, he is beſide: himſelf. {6 
Upon this the Students fell to debate a- 
mong'themſelves, whether they ſhould 
proſecute the Argument ornot ; ſome 
being for it, and ſome againſt it, and 
thoſe who were for it boaſting of their 
advantage. 

G. K. Iſceno frengen in your rea- |, 
ſoning to glory in , it hath not the' {| 
ſtrength of. a cobweb ; but if you think 
it hath, produce it, and if any more | 
water remain in Pour Bottle, bring it | 
Out. 
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(4. Shir. | Yea, we' liave water e-. 
nough yet-in our Bottle to quench your 


Spirit. \ 
o# B. Come on with it then. 


> Wewilt gofrom this to the eleventh 


Theſis, which R. B. read out, and-is ay 
followeth, 

All true and acceptable wor ſhip to God 
is offered in the inward and immedinte 
moving and arwaing of his own ſpirit, 


which is nesther limited to places, times, or 


. perſons; for, though we be to worſhip hins 


. always, in that we ave to fear before him; 


L 


| 
j 


yet as to theourward ſignification thereof in 
Prayer, Praiſes or Preachings, we ought 
not. to do ut where and whexs we will; but 
where, and when we are moved thereunto 
by the ſecret Inſpirations of his Spirit in 
oxr hearts,which God heareth & accepteth 
of, and is never wanting to move 4 there- 
unto, when need is, of which be himſelf 
1s the alone proper Jnage. All other worſhip 
then, both Praiſes, Prayers, and Preach- 
ings which man ſets about in his own will, 
and at bis own appotntment, which he tan 
both begin and end at his pleaſure, do or 
leave undone as bimſeif ſees meet, whe 
ther they be a preſcribed Form, 'as a Lytur- 
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97, 0 Prayers. conceived ex tempore; by 


the natural Strength and . faculty of the , 
mind, they are all but Superſtition, will-' 
worſhip, and abominable Idalatry"in"the q : 


feght of {30d, which are to be denied re- 
jetted, and ſeparated from in this day of 
his ſpwitual ari/ing. However it magbt 
bave pleaſed bim'who winked at the times 
of . ignor ance, with a reſpect to. the (impls- 
city and integrity of ſome , and. his own 
snnocent Seed, which lay as it were burs- 


ed in the hearts of men, under that maſs. 


of ſuperſtition to blow upon the dead and - 


dry bones, andto raiſe ſome breathings and 
anſwer them, and that until. .the day 
ſhould more clearly dawn... ard break. 
forth. 7 
Al. $b. By this Theſis ye: afhim 
that no man ought to go about any duty 
without a particular impulſe.of? the Sp: 
rfif- | 
R B. Impulſe is not a word uſed by 
me, but .an obſcure word.; therefore 
ſay, Iaſpiration, or Influence. | 
* Al, Sh. Either this Inſpiration ye 
have it in ail things, or in ſome things, 
chuſe you whether. a0), | 
_R.B, We have it in theſe things xe- 
WEEN 6 he 
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lating to our duties of worſhip towards 
God. 

A. Sh. This contradicts G. K, who 
in his Book of immediate Revelation, 
faith, That in all things whatſomever, 
we ought to have an inſpiration of the 
$pirit for the doing of the ſame ; other- 
wiſe we cannot do in faith, 

R.B. This is another digreſhon and 
going from the purpoſe ; for the Qne- 
ſion is not how far I contradict ano- 
ther, but what in Reaſon ye can ſay 
againſt what I have here affirmed ; for 
when I ſhew you before how ye con- 
tradicted your Maſter, viz. John Afen: 
2ies 1n another matter, ye would not 
admit it as relevant, though the Caſe 
be alike, alledging it was a Retortion, 
ye undertook to diſpute againſt the 
Theſes ; but it ſeems you find not room 
enough there, but ye muſt ranto G. X. 
his Book for further matter. 

G.K. I ſee itis more againſt G. K. 
than R. B. his Theſes that you ſet 
your ſelves. And therefore G. K, 
muſt defend G. K. Bur I fay, in this 
there is no contradiction between R. B. 
and me, for there is a two-fold ſort of 

| C In- 
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TIF eh Inſpirations or 1n- 
N te,divers of the Au- 
| dhe were dilpleaſed fluences , the "a 
| r ys hey" Gecneral.the other 
. with their 9 i102 from —— SI-G 
1 the Theſes. Special. The Ge- 
neral Influences 
are given in general, or common for 
? 


F:. 1edotng of all common or ordinary | 
q Actions, and by the ſpecial influences | 
* of the Spirit we are cnablcd to go a- 
vour thoie ſpecial duties, as of Pray» , 
1%. cr, Inanisgiving , &c. Now of thel@ |, 
ipectal inſpirations or influences R. A .!, 
Mm his Thcles 15 to be underſtood; and .,; 
'S thus tzere 1$ng contradiction betwixt 
it him and mc, 
1% R. B. To which 1 have this to add, | 
1 there is a difference betwixt the influ- * 
ences of the Spirit, as we are particu- 
iarly atted by them in fingular and par- | 
ticular Acts of Worthip, and as we are | 
gencraily influenced by the Spirit, in 
ty far as we come habitually to live and 
| walk in the Spirit, for in that reſpect | 
we may be ſaid to do every thing inthe ! 
Spirit, as we grow up into that ſtate, 
thougn there be more particular influ- 
ences requiiit in matters of wor- 
ID, 
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G. K. I fay further, particular Ir flu: 
ences or inſpirations of the Spirit are 
of ſeveral ſorts, which arc analogous or 
proportional to the ſeveral,forts of du- 


. ties, as Preaching, and Praying are ſc- 


veral ſotts of dutics. Now the parti- 
cular influence to Pray, is not to Preach, 
and ſo on the contrary. Alſo the influ- 
ences which ſerve to duties only in- 
ward, as to wait, fear, and love God, 
do not ſerve without a ſuperadded in- 
fluence to the performance of outward 
dutics. Thereforc every influcnce is 
to reſpect the duty that it is given un- 
to, 
. A.  Shir. I prove that ſuch particu- 
lar influences are not needful to acts of 
worſhip ; thus : If : fuch particu- 
lar influences of the Spirit were need- 
ful unto outward acts of Worlhip,then 
they were alſo needful unto inward du- 
ties, as'to waiting, deſiring, loving, and 
feeling God : but the laft is abſurd, 
therefore the firſt. 

R. B. Having repcated the Argu- 
ment, I deny that the laſt is abſurd. 

G. K, Come on with that Argument : 
I confeſs, it hath ſome Acumen or 
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ſharpneſs in itz but ex tua pharetra nun- 
quam venit illa ſagitta,this Arrow hath 
not come out of thy Quiver, but out of 


thy Maſters, who hath formerly uſed 
this Argument againſt vs. 


Alex. Shir. 1 prove the laſt is ab- 


ſurd : 1f the inſpirations of the Spirit 
ie neceſlary to inwarc dvties,as to wait, 
achre, &c. then we muſt not wait with. 
out them ; but this 1s abſurd, therefore 
1s the other, 

G. K. Having repeated the Argu- 
ment ; I deny that this 1s abſurd ; for 
we cannot ſuppoſe, that ever at any 
time an influeace or inſpiration can be 
wanting to wait upon God, to delire, 
and fear, and love him; and the parti- 
cular influences to particular dutics,ſuch 
as Praying, Preaching, Thanksgiving is 
not wanting, whenever the ſeaſon come 
cth to go about them. 

Al. Shir. If ye have theſe particular 
influcnces, why do ye not make uſe of 
them > Why &do ye not fay the 
Grace ? 

R. B. It will not follow that we do 
not pray, nor make uſe of thoſe particu- 
lar infuences, becauſe at ſometimes yy 
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do not take off our Hats, or ſpeak 


words, which are not effcntial to true 
Prayer. 

. L., | prove that that diſtintion 
concerning general and particular influ. 
ences is not ſufficient, That which may 
be aground for a Heretick to for- 
bear Prayer for a who e year is not a 
ſufficient diſtinction ; but this may be a 
ground for a Heretick to forbear Prayer 
for a whole year; Therefore it is not a 
ſufficient diſtinion, 

G. K. Having repeated the Argu- 
ment ; Ideny the ſecond Propoſition. 

7. L. I proveit, fora Heretick may 
pretend he hath not thoſe particular in- 
fluences for a whole year. 

G. K. Though an Heretick may pre- 
tend, yethe has no ground from oor, 
Principle to pretend to any ſuch thing 
becauſe theſe particular influences can- 
not be wanting, neither for one year,nor 
for any time that the particular duties 
ought to be gone about; and if any did 
pretend the want of particular influen. 
ces, to pray, &c. they are to be judged 
as guilty and deceitful, as giving that 
for an excuſe which is not ſufficient, al. 
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though all have not the utterance of 
Prayer, ſo as to pray in words, Nox can - 


any pray truly in words, but by a partt- 
cular Influence; 

A. Sb. This Influence or Inſpiration 
15 either commanding or forbidding ; ſo 
G, K. underitood it : but becauſe of the 
great confuſion or noiſe, he cannot cer- 
tzinly ſay ; and upon this underſtand- 
ing, G. K. anſu ered, it is not a ſufficient 
enumeration ; for there is a miaſt, 

Preſes A. Th.Mafter Keith,ye Know 
we ſay, nondat ur medium. 

Students. There is no midſt bawint 
contradictory Propoſitions. 

G. K. But theſe Propofitions are not 
contradictory ; for there is a midſt be- 
twixt commanding and forbidding, 

A, Shsr. Either he doth command 
or not command; there is no midſt here, 
chuſe you whether, 

G. K. He doth not command us in 
all things in which we arc inſpired ; for 


ſome laſpirations- are Mandatory, and , 
commanding, ſome Permiſlory, or per-, 


mictivg 3 and ſome forbidging ,;. ſo be-, 

twixt commanding and for! idding, the. 

midſt is permitting, wa p 
3 ; of 
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F. L. But a Permiſſion cannot be an 
Inſpiration, otherwiſe ye might ſay, a 

| Ronedoth inſpire you as much as God, 
» > becauſea ſtone doth permit cr not hin- 

© deryou, 

G. K. Ideny the Conſequence ; for 

I offer to ſhew from Scripture, that Paz! 
when he did athing by -permiſhon was 

| inſpired, as when he ſaid, / ſpeak this 


| by permiſſion and net by Commandment. 
Here he was writing 


Scripture by inſpira- See 1 Cor. 7.6, 
tion in the very time. OR with 
And again, where he Ya, 16.9. 

| ſaid, I aflaycd to go | 

, toſuch a place, but the Spirit permitted 
"i nor, 

A. Shir. This was not a permiſſion, 
but a hindering, or not a permitting 
him. 

G. K. But I gather out of theſe 
words by the Rules of Contraries, that 
| if the Spirit did not permit Paul ar 
l ſometimes, it did permit him at other 
times, and this permiſſion was by Tn- 
| ſpiration, and I hope it is lawful for me 
to mak? this obſervation or note upon 
this Scripture ; ſecing your Maſters will 
| C 4 mare 
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make half a dozen not ſo much to the 
purpoſe, But for the further opening 
of this matter, I diſtinguiſh of permiſ, 
ſton thus: There is a negative permiſſt- 
on, and a poſitive permiſhon x A ne- 
gative permiſſion is a ſimple forbea- 
rance, or not medling in any caſe ; and 
fuch a negative, permiſſion 15 no ſuſfici- 
ent warrant to us to do any thing. The 
politive permiſſion is when God by 
ſome inward evidence or fignification 
of his Spirit by words or otherwiſe, ma- 
keth us know that he alloweth us to do 
fuch a thing, although he command ir 
not, As for Example, if a Scholar 
ſhvuld go forth out of the School with- 
out getting of his Maſters leave, this 
15 2 negative permiſſion, and 1s not a 
ſufficient ground for the Scholar to go 
forth : but when the Scholar cometh, and 
faith. Lect me go forth, and the Ma- 
ſtcr anſwereth, thou mayeſt go, this is 
a poſitive permiſſion, and nat a cam- 
mand, 

Preſes Andr, Th. Examples are not 
Demonſtratiors, 

G. K. But they may be uſed To illu- 
jtrate, 


Preſes 


j 
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Preſes A. Th.But the Maſter ſaith to 
the Scholar,exs, go forth, which is in the 
Imperative, and that ſignifieth to com- 
mand. 

G. K. That is but a Grammaticiſm, 
for the Imperative Mood doth not al- 
ways (ignifte to command , but ſome- 
times to command, and ſometimes to 
permit ; which I refer to the judgment 
of School-Maſters who teach the Gram- 
mar, 

A. Th. Preſes. This 
is rather like ;a debate As in the third 
about Grammaticati- P*#{on in the Im- 
ons of Imperative F* "a > Þ 
Moods, than about the permiſſive, © * 
matter intended, there- 
fore come to the purpoſe. 

A. Shir. In the proſecution of this 
Argument againſt this Theſis alledged 
on G. X, ke will not pay his debt, be- 
cauſe re may pretend he wants an In- 
ſpiration to doit. 

G. K. I hope none can blame me for 
refuſing to pay my debt, and I pay my 
debt as well as any of you, nor can any 
be ſuppoſed that men can want an in- 
ſpiration to do any ſuch thing, and = 
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refer our ſelves'to the judgment of dif- 
cretion in all ſober perſons here preſent, 

Paul Gelly. T have an Argument to 
propoſe for Water-baptiſm. 

R. B. Theniet me read the Theſis, 
which was read , and 151s followeth : 

As there is one Lord and one faith, ſo 
there is one Baptiſm, Epheſ, 4.5. which 
x not the putting away of the filth of the 


fleſh, but the anſwer of a good Conſcience 


before God by the Reſurreition of 7eſus 
Chriſt, 1 Pet. 3. 21, and thu Baptiſm: is 
a holy and (ſpiritual thing (to wit ) the Bap- 
riſmof the Spirit. and fire, by which we 
are buric4 with him, Col. 2, 12. that be- 
ing waſhed and purged from our ſins we 
may walk in newne(s of life, Rom. 6G. 4. 
of which the Baptiſmof John was a fi- 
gure, which was commanded for a time, and 
not to continue for ever : As tothe Bap- 
tiſmof Infants ts 4 meer humane Tradits- 
en, for which neuther precept nor praſtioe 
s to be found in all the Scripture, 

KR, B. What haſt thou againſt this 
Thefis, is itnot the expreſs words of 
Scripture? {& 

P.G. tis true, and thercin we agree, 
but 1 oppoſe your mcaning of it. 
| FR. B. 


| (43) 
| | R.B. We makeno 


| meaning in ;the Caſe, 
| for the Scripture de. 
”; >. clareth our meaning, 

G. K. Ye have a 
| large field. to Diſpute 
' 1n; in thelaſt part of 
| the Thelis,if you pleaſe 

where he politively af- 


Note, that while 
this yourg manu 
was proſecutin 
his Amoment Fo 
L, didinfolent- 
ly int:160 h imbett 
and 1.:crrupted 
him, wand they 
ſpoke of them 
three at ſome- 
times, 


firms that ſprinkling of . 
Infants 'is a meer humane Tradition. 

Studepts, We will not meddle with 
that at this time. 

P.G. Either you mean by this The- 
ſis, that Water-Baptiſm is ceaſed or not 
ceaſed. 

R. B. Come on, we mean 1t 1s cea- 
ſed. 
| P.G. I prove itisnot ceaſed thus : 
If the preſence of Chriſt is to continue 
with his Church for ever, then Water- 
baptiſm is to continue for ever, But the 
firſt is true, * Therefore the ſecond. 

G. K. People take notice, he ſaith, 
[ Water-baptiſm is to continue for ever 

if ſo, then we mult be baptized in Hea- 

ven after this life with Water-baptiſm., 
Stud. He means by for ever, to the end 
1 of the world. R.B. 


EE. 
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R, B. Having repeated the Argu- 


ment, I deny the ſequel of the firſt Pro- 


poſition. 

P.G. Iprove it from Matth,. 28. Go 
reach and baptize all Nations, &c. Here 
Chriſt commanding them to baptize, 
ſheweth he will be with'them to the end 
of the world; therefore as long as he 
was to be with them , that Baptiſm 
was to continue. 

R. B. | grant-the whole -: but the 
Queſtion is, if that Baptiſm be by Wa- 
ter, which 1 deny. 

P.G. | prove it was by water, If the 
Apoſtles baptized with water, then they 
were commanded to baptize with was 
rcr ; but the Apoſtles baptized with wa- 
rer : Therefore they were commanded 
to baptize with water, 

R. B. ( having repeated the Argu- 
ment) 1 deny the Conſequence of the 
firſt Propoſition. 

P.G. I prove it thus, Either the A. 
poſtles did baptize with water -by the 
Command of Chriſt, Matth. 28. or they 
were ignorant of the meaning of that 
Command, chuſe you whether. 

G.K. 


m_ 


G.X. Itis not a ſufficient enumera- 
tion, for they might have known the 
meaning of the Command, and yet bap- 
tized with water, not from that com- 
mand , but in condeſcention to the 
weakneſſes of the Jews, 

P. G. If they condeſcended to bap» 
tize with water for the weakneſs of the 
Jews though without a Command, then 
ye ought to baptize now with water to 
condeſcend to peoples weakneſs now, 
ſecing ye confeſs that there are who 
are weak both among us and your 
ſelves. . 

G. K. That will not follow , more 
than in the Caſe of Circumciſion, for 
the Apoſtle Paul did Circumciſe without 
a Command in condeſcention to the 
Jews, yet it followeth not that any now 
ſhould Circumciſe to condeſcend to the 
people who ſhould require it. 

Srad. The parity is not alike, becauſe 
Baptiſm with water was Commanded 
to the Apoſtles, ſo not Circumciſion ; for 
John Baprtift was ſcnt to baptize with 
water. 

R. B. John Baptif# was not an Apo- 

{tle, 


— 
_ 


—— — _ gy _— — - 


| 


| 
1 
l 
| 
l 
| 
| 


We 


+ ener ©” 


— m— _ 
EISSN ens 


» yo mores & < v 


(46) 
ſle, and ſo not concerned in that Com- 


mithon, Aatth. 28. And his Baptiſm 


was to decreaſe, that the Baptiſm of 
Chriſt by the Holy Ghoſt might en- 
creaſe. 


Al. Shir. It muſt be water-Baptiſm, 


becauſe the baptizing of the Holy Ghoſt 
4s ceaſed now. | 

G. K. People, take notice, he ſaith 
the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſts ccafed 
now. | 

A. Shir. Itis:ceaſed to be given by 
men, for do ye give the Holy Ghoſt by 
the laying on of hands. 

G, K.The Holy Ghoſt may be given 
without the laying on of hands, and ho- 


iy men now arc Inſtruments in con- 


veighing the gifts of the Holy Ghoſt to 
others. 

R. B. Did not Paul ſay, Rom. 1. 11. 
that he longed to ſre them to commu- 
nicate ſome ſpiritual Gift : And.behdes, 


as to the matter of condeſcendence, ab- _ 


ſtaining from blood and things ſtrang- 


led thaugh particularly commanded by - 


the Apoſtles, yet is not now to be pra- 
ctiſed by any condeſcention., as your 
{elves conleſs, 


GC. x 
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G. K. Hear what Auonſtine ſaith in 


the Caſe of Circumciſion obſerving of 
meals, drinks, waſhing ſacrifices, &c. 
They are to be conlidered in a threefold 
reſpect, viz, Firſt as living under the 
Law, Secondly, as dead after the death 
of Chriſt, Thirdly, as deadly as being 
once buried, and being once buried 
they are not to bz again raiſed up out of 
their Grave, out of Condeſcention 
to any, ſo I ſay the ſame as of Water 
Baptiſm, it being once dead and buried, 
15 not again to be raiſed vp now after the 
Apoſtacy, 

P. G. | prove that Water-Baptiſm 
was thought needful even to thoſe that 
- were Baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, 
Can any man forbid Water, QC, as Pais 
ſaid Alts 10. 

G. K. Say Peter not Paul. 

P. G. Peter I ſay not Paul. 

R. B. That proves not all that it was 
done by neceflity, but to condeſcend to 
their weakneſs. 

About this time the przeſes, And. Th. 
going forth ſaid, it was now five a clock 
the time appointed for the contznuance 
of the diſpute and ſo 'went away nor 
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was there any argument farther urged. 

G. K. Praſes Al. Skeine, I ſee there 
is like to beno more here but confuſion, 
ſccing the other prafes is gone. I ſhall 
ouly propoſe this juſt and reaſonable de- 
fire to theſe Students, that ſince we have 
given them a fair opportunity to impugn 
and oppoſe our principles, they alſo 
will promiſe us another day to impugn 
and oppoſe theirs. 

Stud. When we ſet out Theſes then 
ye ſhall have one opportunity ro im- 
pugn them. 

G. K. Your Theſes are ſet out already, 
for your confeſſion of Faith is your 
Theſes, which I offer to impugn. 

Stud, Our Faith is eſtabliſhed by the 
Law of God and of the Nation, and 
therefore ought not to be called in que- 
ſtion, 

R. B. That it is eſtabliſhed by the 
Law of God is the thing under debate, 
and as for the Law of the Nation, ſo is 
the Popiſh Faith in [raly and Spain, and 
Aabometaniſme in the Turks dominions, 
will it therefore follow that Popery and 
Mahemetaniſme are not to be called in 
queſtion or oppugned. 


Stud, 


(65) 
Stud, We will come to your meets 
ings and debate further with you. 
RF. B. Our Meetings are not for des 
bate, but to wait upon God and Wor- 
+ ſhip Him, but if ye pleaſe to meet us 
here again to morrow, we are fatis- 
ficd, | 

Stud. We will not. 

R. B. It ſeems ye needa longer time 
to prepare you,for your preſent ſtrength 
1s all exhauſted, 

Stud, We will come to your Meet- 
ing, and wait till it be done, and then 
oppoſe you, . 

R. B. | have told you before, that is 
not proper, but on this condition I will 
admit it, that when 1 ſee meet, I may 
have the like opportunity to come to 
your meetings, and when your Preach- 
ers have done, that I be allowed to op- 
poſe and impugne your principles. 

Stud. No, no. 

The confuſion and tumult encreaſing 
thorough the removing of the Praſes. 
A.Tb.and divers of the ſobereſt people; 
and the Students vainly boaſting of their 
victory, laughing, clamouring, and md- 
king a noiſe, and telling they would 

D cauſe 
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cauſe, publiſh in Print their (imaginary) 
Victory, occaſioned ſuch lightneſs and 
rudeneſs in a rabble of the groſleſt ſort 
that were without the bar, that laying 
hold on aheap of Turfts, they threw 
many of them againſt us without offer- 
ing the leaſt violence to our oppoſers on 
the other ſide, ſo that having beat di- 
vers with hard Turfes, Peates, and alſo 
with ſtones. R. B. with divers other 
friends reccived ſeveral knocks in his 
head,and was wounded in his hand with 
a ſtone, while as the Students (the Mas 
fters of Art) and their Companions who 
had been diſputing in matters of Reli. 
gion inſtead of intcrpoling themſelves 
to prevent, ſtood divers of them laughs 
ing, hollowing, and clamouring thereat, 
and ſo the mecting broke up. G. XK. laid 
to others more ſober that were preſent, 
theſe are your Church-members. 

This true and impartial - account 
(which was offered to be read to their 
P:re#ſes, And. Thomſon but he declined it, 
alledging the matters treated of were ſo 
Extrinſick from his employment, and 
theſe things that took up his head, and 
he. ſo apt to forget ſuch things, that 

though 


| 
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though the matter might be true he 
could not atteſt it. neither for us nor our 
oppoſers ; it wasalſo read in writing to 


" ſome judicious and unprejudicate per- 


ſons that were preſent, and are not of 
our way, and acknowledged by them 
to be according to their beſt memory a 
full and ingenious account, as may be 
further proved in caſe it be called in que- 
ſtion) will we hope ſerve to appeaſe 
theſe empty clamours which the Stu- 
dents vain oftentation, and the 1gno- 
rance and prejudice of others might 
have raiſed, ſome of whom did ſo little 
or at leaſt will needs appear ſo little to 
underſtand the- matter, as to affirm the 
Quakers were all routed, for they could 
prove nothing, whereas we were by mu- 
tual agreement tobe meer Defendents, 
& not to be admitted at all to prove,bux 
only to anſwer, and whether we anſwer- 
ed not all was urged, will by this ac- 
count appear, where none of the ar- 
guments are omitted, nor any whit of 
the ſtrength of them concealed ; as for 
what was or may be accounted reflecti- 
ons, we have nor put themin the body 
of the diſpute, becauſe we remember nos 

D2 Par- 


(68) 
particularly at what time they were ſpo- 
ken. But that we may not ſeem deſign- 
edly to conceal any as tending to our 
diſadvantage, ſo far as we remember 
they were as followeth. That G.X. faid 
to I. L. he ſpoke more with his fingers 
than his tongue, after, what need he 
make ſuch a work with his finger, and 
affect a canting tone like his Maſter 
1, 74. that his head was too full of Mer- 


cury, and his heart in his tongue, wheres _. 


as a wiſe mans tongue is in his heart. 
Now whether 7. L.'s. extravagant be- 
haviour did not deſerve ſuch checks 
while he oftentimes would be ſpeaking 
when his companions were, and put 
them by with both his elbows, that he 
alone might be heard, to which add his 
forwardneſs in his blaſphcmous aſlerti- 
on above obſerved, let the diſcreet and 
judicious hearers judge. A. Shir. ſaid 
he would overturn Quakeriſme and he 
hopedin ſodoing to have his end. 1. L. 
that he might not miſs to hit as he 
thought. G. K_ ſaidit ſeemed, he was 
en Aberdeens man and would stake his 
word again, which was noted by G. K. 
as being a reflection upon the City 

wher 
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where 7, L. himſelf was born, which 
G. K. was not, alſo A. Shir laughing 
and raiſing lightneſs called upon G. K. 
ſpeaking ſome words if there was a No- 
* tar that he might take Inſtrument, 

To which R. B. anſwered, that he de- 
ſired the Notar might take Inſtrument, 
how Divinity Students and Maſters of 
Arts that were preparing themſelves for 
the Miniſtry were ſo light and unſerious 
in Religious matters, cc. But however 
if they have gotten ſuch a Victory as 
they boaſt of, how is that conſiſtent 
with what we are informed of, and is 
noiſed up and down in the City, that 
70. Menzaes their Maſter went within a 
day or two to deſire the Biſhop to com- 
plain tothe Primate and Kings Council, 
and procure us to be puniſhed for hol- 
ding the Diſpute; &an Order that none 
ſuck further be admitted ; and indeed 
if the Scholars have proved ſo good Diſ- 
putants, we think the Maſters cannot 
in reaſon refuſe this follo wirg offer, 
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R. B. Hs Offer to Jo. Menzies Pro- 
feſſor of Divinity (ſo called) 
George Meldrum , Miniſter at 


Aberdeen, ad William Mitchel 
Catechiſt, at foot of Dec, 


"A Sin this late Rencountre it was 

ſpecially provided, that it ſhall 
be abſtract from the Challenge made to 
you, and ſo no fulfilling of it; ſo now 
this being paſt, of which you have nerec 
preſented to you a good and faithful ac- 
count, which we hope being ſeriouſly 
weighed by your more mature Judg- 
ments, may allay any haſty joy that 
might have proceeded from the windy 
Triumphs the Students might have poſ- 


ſeſſed you with a belief they had ob- 


tained, whoat;every turn to the nau- 
ſeating of the more ſerious and impar- 
tial Auditors, were proclaiming them- 
ſelves Victors, we think you more con- 
cerned; and indeed we are the more 
deſirous to mect and debate it with your 
ſelves; for either this is all ye have to 
ſay, which ye have put in their mouths, 

or 
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or ye have more to ſay ; if this be all, 
then indeed it may be your wiſdom nor 
to accept this offer ; but if ye have 
more, we ſhall be willing to hear it, and 
cndeavour to aniwer it ; and as your 
appearing your ſclves would be more 
ſatisfactory to the people, and is moſt 
delired by them as well as us; ſo divers 
inconveniencies that hath in this, or may 
fall in the like would be avoided ; for 
firſt, it being in your publike houſes, 
there would be leſs occaſion of tymu 

becauſe the houſe is capable to hold di- 
vers thouſands. Secondly, as it is pro: 
bable ye would not fo readily be put to 
g ſtand as they, if it ſhould happen ye 
were : weare hopeful ye would not by 
raiſing a laughter and clamour amongſt 
the people, and crying out three or four 


at once, ſeek to cover it, or boaſt of 


Victory, and cry out your Argument 
is pungent before we have time allow- 
ed usto anſwer it. Thirdly, you ene 
gaging weare hopcful to procure dif- 
creet, Learned, and perſons every way 
conſiderable to be Judges conſultative 
upon our part, though not profeſling 
our way, to help to moderate and keep 
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good order. Fourthly, it is probable, 
that by the ſolemnity of ſuch an action 
and the influence of your preſence; as 
well as other perſons of condition being 
there, might ſecure us from the hazard 
of clods, and ſtones;for I] do truly aſſure 
you, 1 conceive my ſelf more able to 
anſwer the moſt pungent of your Arg!- 
ment, than defending my ſelf from the 
Rones and blows of your vareafonable 
and brutiſh Church-Members, It is by 
ſome of your people objected to us 
( whether it come from you or not 1 
will not affirm) that it is below you to 
engage with us ; but as this is altogether 
unſutableto Chriſtian Miniſters, whoſe 
Mr.diſdained not daily to debate ,andan- 
ſwer the Queltions of ſuch as oppoſed 
themſelves unto him, and taught his 
Diſciples to leave the ninety and nine, 
and go ſeek after the odd one. Next it 
is moſt unreaſonable, for ſince ye take 
liberty to ſpeak againſt us in your Pul. 
Pits, and particularly to deligne us, yea 
& ſometimes to ſpeak untruths of us.l 
defire then to know whether it be agree- 
able to the Rules of Chriſtianity, or e- 
ven of common honeſty, to take liber- 


. of 


a 


_- 


(97) 
ty to ſpeak ill of men behind their 


| backs, abuſe their Principles and Repu- 


tations, and yet ſay it is below them to 
prove theſe Chaiges to the mens own 


. faces. Secondly, 1t 15 objected, that it 


3s againſt the Laws to call the faith e- 
ſtabliſhed by Law into queſtion ; bur 
may not the ſame be ſaid againſt Pro- 
teſtants in thoſe Nations where Pa- 
pery and Maihomitiſm are eſt1blithed by 
Law ; yea, is nct this the very pretence 
and put off which the Papi's both in 
Germany and France gave the Primi- 
tive Proteſtants, when they defired pubs 
kke cor f-rences with ſhem?And was t ot 
both the Emperor Charles the Fifth,and 
his Brother Ferdinanao ſorely checkt by 
divers Biſhops of Rome for granting 
theſe Conferences ? and the Queen- 
Mother of France openly reprovca and 
cried out againſt by Cardinal Tarnon 
and other Clergy-men, for giving way 
to that of Poyſy, as ſuffering the univer- 
ſal faith of the Church to be called in 
queſt 0), which had been eſtabliſhed by 
many Laws. 6 for afar longer time than 
the Profeſſon we oppoſe. It ſeems ye 
defend your ſelies chicily by Popilſh 
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Weapons, as will anon further appear : 
in order whercunto [ ſhall ſpeak a word 
ortwo to 7ohx Menzies, and fo make 
an end. The greateſt and frequenteſt 


Argument that both thy Scholars and o- 


thers make againſt ns, is, that we have 
no certain evidence by which we can 
make known that we are led by the 
Spirit that Hercticks and others cannot 
pretend to. Now if this may be ad- 
mitted as relevant or ſtrong againſt us, 
I deſire thou woulait be pleaſed ro ſhew 
me how thou canſt extricate thy felf out 
of the ſame difhculty, when urged by 
the Jeſuit Dempſter, that the Scripture 
which thou aſhgned as the ground of 
the Proteſtant Religion is an evidence 
for you , fceing all Hereticks alſo pre- 
xend toit ? Let me (ce what difficulties 
occur in our Caſe as tothe Spirit, which 
likewiſe occurs not the ſame very 
way in yours, as to the Scripture, For 
{beſides that we have as good ground to 
lay claim to the Scriptures as your 
ſelves, and arercady, and I hope able 
to prove our Principles from them as 
well as your ſelves. If ye ſay men may 
be deecived by a ſeducing Spirit, What 

then e 
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then? will it therefore follow that the 
Spirit of God will deceive any, or that 
mien ought not to be guided by it, more 
than becauſe many men have been and 


« are deceived by a miſunderſtanding and 


wrong uſc of the Scripture, that there- 
forc the Scripture doth deceive people, 
or ought not tobe the Rule ? lf it be 
ſaid divers men pretending to the Spi- 
rit contradict one another, doth not the 
ſame recur as io the Scriptures ? What 
ercatcr contradictions can there be than 
there is betwixt certain Churches both 
acknowledging the Scriptures to be the 
Rule ? Halt thou forgotten (ohn) how 
thou and thy Elder Brother Mndr. Cant, 


who both ailirmed theScripturc to be the *. 


cnly certain Rule, & yet oftentimes be- 
force the ſame Auditory ing the. ſame Pul- 
pit did from the very ſame vey. of Scrip- 
ture, Pſ 93. 5. Holineſs becometh thy houſe 
O Lord,for ever, draw diftcrent and con. 
tradictory DeccCtrines, Uſes and Appli- 
cations? If that then will not infer ac- 
cording to you the Scriptures to be an 
uncertain Rule ; neither will the other 
as to theSpirit. If it be ({:jd that the 
ſame man pretending to be guided by 

tic 
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the Spirit, hath been of different Judg. 
ments, doth rot the ſame allo recur as 
tothe Scriptures ? Or need we go fur- 
ther, 7ohn, than thy ſelf to prove this, 
who hath all along acknowledged the 
Scripture to be the Rule, and yet ſome- 
rifne judged the Congregational way to 
be preferable to thePresbyterian,& then 
the Presbyterian better then Indepen- 
dent, and now the Epiſcopal preferable 
to both ? Or tell me, ohn, honelily, did 
the Scripture deceive thee when thou 
preached upon that Text, Why mourneſ? 
thon for Sanl ? It thou ſay thou only 
here miſunderſtood the place, and miſ- 
applicd it ; yet is the Scripture for all 
that true and certain ; may not th? ſame 
be ſaid, if one pretending the Spirit to 
be the Rule, ſhould fall in the like error 
that the Spirit were not to be blamed, 
or thence termed uncertain ; but the 
man that miſtook the voice thereof, or 
took his own imaginations inſtead 
of it, as thou didſt thy miſapprehenfions 
for the ſenſe of that Scripture. If thou 
canſt extricate thy ſelf our of theſe dith- 
cultics, ſo as to fatisfic me, or any 0- 
ther rational and indifferent perſon, | 
may 
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may ſerioufly ſay to thee according to 
the Proverb, Eru mihi magnus Apolls. 
And really thou mayſt not be without 


* hopes of making a Proſel ;te, Butifit 


appear to all judicious and unprejudicate 
perſons that John Menzies's Arguments 
againſt the Yuakers are no other than 
the Jeſuits againſt him; and whatever 
way hecan detcnd himfclf againſt the 
Jeſuites, ſo the Quakers can do againft 
him, and imprgn and ſtraiten him - 
ſame way, ſothat his Argument is like 
the Vipers brood, that deſtroys him that 
brings it forth. I ſay, if this appear, 
what may candid perſons judge of 7ohs 
/Aenties honeſty that has aſſerted in 
Print , that Quakeriſm is Popery! une 
der a diſguiſe ; and the Papiſts and ©aua- 
kers are one, 

The ſtate of the Controverſie in the 
firſt place then both upon our part and 
yours is in Theſis and not in hypotheſ;,that 
1s not whether or not we be truly ruled 
by the Spirit, or can give an evidence of 
it, more than whether ye be truly led by 
rhe Scriptures, or can give any evidence 
that ye are ; but whether we do well in 
ſaying the Spirit is the principal Rule of 

Faith, 
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Faith ; for though divers Sets now, to 
wit, Lutherans, Calviniſts, Epiſcopaltans, 
Presbyterians, Independents, Anabaptiſts, 
Antinomians, Arminians,\&7£.40 all quar- 
rel one anotter, each laying cl2im to be 
led by the Scripture, & denying 1t of the 
other; yet do they all agree 1n this, that 
the Scripture 15 the only Rule, will it 
thereforc follow thar the Scripture 1s not 
the Rule or ccitain, becauſe none of 
theſe can give a ccrtain evidence convin+ 
cing their reſpe&ive oppoſers, that they 
are led by it ? So on the other hand, 
though ſuch as athirm the Spirit to be the 
principal Rule, cannot give any evi- 
dence to convince their Oppoſers, thar 
they are led by it; it will not follow 
that itis not the Rule, or that they err in 
affirming it ſo to be. 


* 
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A Poſiſcript, 


S the Apoſtle Paul ſaid concerning 
A the Spirit of God, that there ave 
diverſity of operations, but one Spirit, and 
ene body of Chriſt, which is his Church ; 
ſo | may lay concerning Antichriſt, and 
his ſpirit and body. The body of Anti- 
chriſt is but one,having many members; 
and the ſpirit of Antichriſt is but one in 
the root,though in dificrent operations,& 
appearances. And what is this body of 
Antichriſt, but all theſe (whether Papiſts 
or others,though pretencing toReforma- 
tion,under whatſoever delignation,as E- 
piſcopal, Presbyterian, Independent, Anabap- 
reſt, or ary clſe) who oppoſe the Spirit 
of Chriſt in his ſpiritual appearances 
and operations in the body of Chriſt, 
which is his Church. A manifeſt inftance 
of the truth of this, I my ſelf of lace 
have been an car and eye witneſs of, 
For not many months ago I had occaſi- 
on at London, both to ſce with my ©YS, 

ar 
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and hear with my cars, how the people 


Teachers, oppoled, denied, ſlighted, and 
(by all means their earthly and deviliſh 
wiſdom could invent) laboured to make 


the Spirit of God in his people, alledg- 
ing openly in the faces of thouſands, That 
whoever yuld not give an evidence to 
their Adverſarics, that they were inſpi- 
red with the Spirit of God ſuch asno 
[| hereticks could pretend to, were no 
# Chriftians but deceivers. So theſe A- 
|. nabapriſts lately argued 2gainſt us at 
[1 London in an open Aſſembly. And ſo 
now fince in my own native Country 
within theſe few days, I have ſeen the 
ſame Spirit to 2ppear in mea profeſledly 
very much difiering from Anabaptiſts, 
and ſlighting them as a ſort of Here- 
ticks, yct one with them in the ground z 
and in this particular work and ſervice 
alſo, to carry on the great deligne of An- 
tichriſt, Theſe are ſome Maſters of 
Arts, Students of Divinity, as they call 
themſelves, in the Univerſity of Aber- 
dene, who openly in the hearing of di- 
vers hundreds of people, ſome whereof 
were 


called Anabaptiſts, ſome of their chief _ 


of none effect the inward evidence of +- 


(65) | 
were ſober and judicious, did oppoſe 
the inward evidence of the Spirit of ” 
God in his people,as not being a ſufficient 
evidence unto them, - unleſs they could 
give an evidence of it unto others, even 
their very Adverſaries,that they were in- 
ſpired; and ſoif we the people called 
Quakers could not give an evidence of 
this unto theſe our oppoſers, we were but 
deceivers. After it hid been ſhewn them, 
that Papiſts & Jeſuits uſed the ſame Ar- 
gument againſt all the Proteſtants, that 
indecd did more militat againſt them,out 
of the Papiſts Quiver,than out of theſe 
our Adverſaries Quiver againſt us. I pro- 

' duced the Teſtimony of the Sccipture,as 
the beſt and moſt convincing outward 
evidence that could be given, as a wit- 
neſs to the DoCtrine and Principle of 
Immediate Revelation and Inſpiration 
of the Spiritof God, owned by us, as 
being in all men in ſome meaſure, and 

4 conſequently in us, This is, I ſay, not 

| thethc beſt and moſt principal evidence, 

nor the greateſt, that we have unto our 
ſclves, or unto one another, who arc g4- 
| theredinto the ſame Faith, Spirit, and 

; Power, for that is the inumediate evi» 

K dcnce 
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paetf th Spit inour hearts; which 

cth Ho rb oo fees and/t6 one 
jp 4 hit” we'ate the Children of 

' but its (1 hear! the'Seriprure) ig 
the” igreareft (otftward and vifible evi 
ence,” that can be'given vhto! our Ad- 
| berfaries, whomrwords own the Serip- 
tore $, as theit only Rule, and chiefeſt c- 
Sidences. And in doing ſo, 1 fot 
{owed the | Example of our Lord and 
Sivibur Jefus Chriſt , who while he | 
Feafoned againſt the Jews, who profeſ- 
#4 'to own the Scriptures , but-denied 
Hit ;! he' brought a reftimony for him. 
5 Cur of the Scriptures, which they i in 
-wotds owned astheir Rule; ; Search(ſaid | \ 

) or ye ſtarth the Scriptures. for in them 

yt mk ye biuve: eternal life, and theſe are 
they, 'w hich reftifie of me. Now though 
Chfift: his own immediate © Feftimeny 
#Fhowld' have betn'received''as greater 
[| than any of his Servaiits, ſuch'as Moſes, 
| *Arid:the Prophets'were; 'yet he uſed this, 
| w__ ook them; as bring | | 
| Hhein-to their own Rule ; and. ſaid he, 
| repro ect 5;:7e would lieve be- 
| Mbſer ierore of me.* And he 
| Wo A An Thee z ary n | 


| 92929 that | 


that of Zobn : and {ohn way the greg- 
telt of all the al $6 in FIC 


ner we fay, We have [a greatet teffirns. 
ny to Chriſt | Jefus by his Sprrie,* ofti 
Power revealed in vs,ttranthe reft! 
of Moſes and the Prophets; even anon 
John who was the grcareſt. But wire we 
produce the Teſtimony of Moſes &'thie 
Prophets and Apoſtfes as an evidencety 
the truth of, what we affirm, F fayir 
ſhould. be rece've | by obr  Adverfafies 
who own .,the Scriptures: a$itheir ehifdf 
andonly Rule, Forenher they (Hot 
receive it, or not feerive it ; (if "the 
ſhould * receive it then they are faulty, 
- whoin the late Diſpute at Aberdtze!d Y 
refuſe” to, teceive. the evidence of the 
Scriptuxes, as from us; only becauſe ſe 
"ſay we, have a greater, to wit, thay 6f 
the S icit, Within us,  aJthough we own 
the Seripture as the # areſt viſible attd 
- outward evidence that'we'can' give'fo 
our A Adverſaries, If" they ſhould nor re- 
ceiye "the $criprues e&ediderice and refhi- 
| mony as from ns; becanſe we By - 
hays reater, to yh Ht . 
higfe: nnredratcly yo bo, 
, then thee fy. ; myſt ly, wh 
6 453 &} a, Co fime 
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fame teaſon, that the Jews ought not to 
receive the teſtimony of the Scriptures 
as an evidence for Chriſt, becauſe he 
ſaid he had a greater ; and certainly he 
had a greater, though they would not 
receive it, nor could not, as they ſtood 
in their prejudice and malice, werewith 
they were filled againſt him, who did not 
receive him. 

Now this I ſay with freedom and bold- 
neſs of Spirit toall thoſe whether Pa- 
piſts, Anabaptiſts, Prelatical or Presby- 
terian Profeſſors, who with one mouth 
require of us an evidence that we are 
inſpired, or have a meaſure of the In- 
ſpiration of the Spirit of God and 

hriſt inus; I offer unto all of you the 
Seriptures for an evidence of this truth, 
wiz,. that the Quakers ſo called have a 
meaſure of the Inſpiration of the Spirit 
of God and Chriſt in them; for accor- 
ding to the Scriptures teſtimony, Chrift 
the true Light enlighteneth every man 
that cometh into the world ; and hisil- 
lumination is his inſpiration ;-I profeſs 
ſincerely in Gods feargthat the Scriptures 
eftimony is to me as full andplain,and 


convincing to prove this Truth,viz.. that 
on 


ny 
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an Illumination, Manifeſtation, end In 
ſpiration of the Spirit of God is given 
to every man, 1s in every man; as to 
prove this truth, that Chriſt, who ac- 
cording to the fleſh, was born of the 
Virgin ary, was the promiſed Meſ- 
fra; now it we can prove from Scrip= 
ture that all men have in them a mea- 
ſure of this Divine Illumination and 
Inſpiration by the Spirit of Chriſt, we 
have gained our point, which is,that we 
have alſo a meaſure of the ſame in us; 
for ALL MEN doth comprehend us 
called Qxakers, as well as other men 
I ſee not what our Adverſaries can with 
any colour object againſt this evidence 
from Scripture, but this, that 'they will 
deny that the Scripture bears teſtimony 
to this Univerſal Illumination or Inſpira- 
tion of the Spirit of God in men. But this 
brings the matter of the debate from be+ 
ing perſonal to be doCtrinal,&: ſo puts us 
upon, equal terms atleaſt, with all our 
Adverſaries, eſpecially Prelatical, Ana. 
baptiſtiſt,and Presbyterian,& Indepen- 
dent oppoſers whatſoever, who ſay,the 
Scriptures are their chief and only Rule, 

: E 3 And 
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And though. our ' Adverlaties ſay , 


the Scripture, dath. avt teſtific to that u- 
viverſal Inſpiration . of the, Spirit of 


Chriſt i@- men, thac moveth. us:not more * 


then when the Jews denicd. that the 
Scriptures bore teſtimony to him, that 


Y 


was born of the Virgin, AZary to be the | 


Chriſt, We. arc able by;the help of 


at ems 


God to prove from Scripture the truth | 


of this Doctrine of . Divznc lllum+- 
nation and Inſpiration in all men, 
and confequently in che, Quakers as 
much as they, or any profciing Chri- 


MKianity vpon earth, can prove any Prin- 


ciple or Doctrine of their Faith, Se- 


condly,, we;are able, and do offer, by 
'the Grace of; God againſt all our Qppo- 
ſers whatſoever, to prove; from. the 
Seriptures Teſtimony, that this;univer- 


fal *Inſpwration and, Illumination of 


Chriſt by his Spirit in men is a ſufficient 


evidence of; Truth, and. Rule of Faith 


'-and Life in _ all men, | and Fconſe- 


quently in'vs. called Quakers. Thirg- 
ly , that” his | Divine; , Inſpiration 


-and Illumination, whege, 4014s, not Wil- 
. fully reſiſted and rejected, but.regarded 
and attended, js 4 greater evidence 


than 
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than the Scripture is, and witneſſed by 
the Scriptures. Fourthly, and yet the 
Scripture is the greatcſ viſible and out- 
ward evidence that either we or they 
can give of their Rule. 

I ſhall conclude with a reaſonable de- 
mand to theſe Young men, Maſters of 
Arts, their Maſters and Teachers, which 
is this, Whether they own theſe Afler- 
tions, Affirmations and Arguments of 
their Scholars in the late Diſpute, as fol- 
loweth, viz. That whatever of God 
God, that the Scriptures according to the 
Quakers # fallaciows, and canbeguil wa, 
that the Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt us 
ceaſed, and the reſt of their Diſcourſe 
inſerted jn this foregoing Treatiſe, If 
yea, Let them declare ſv much to the 
people, who are greatly ſtumbled at 
theſe their expreſſions, even divers of 
their own Church ; if nay, then ler 
them publickly reprove and diſown 
thoſe words, otherwiſe not only we, but 
many others will ſay, ye have both 


taught and allowed them fo to affirm, 


GC. K. 


